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REMARKS 

Responsive to the Office Action mailed on June 9, 2009 in the above-referenced application, 
Applicant respectfully requests amendment of the above-identified application in the manner 
identified above and that the patent be granted in view of the arguments presented. No new 
matter has been added by this amendment. 

Present Status of Application 

Claims 7-11, 16-18, 25-32 and 34 are pending in this application. Claims 7-11, 16-18 and 25-30 
are allowed. Claims 31 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rakocz (US 6,276,934, hereinafter "Rakocz") in view of Spoonhower et al (US 200201 18279, 
hereinafter "Spoonhower") and Cooper et al (US 5,429,502, hereinafter "Cooper"). Claim 34 is 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rakocz in view of Spoonhower and 
Cooper, and in further view of Lake (US 5,951 ,284, hereinafter "Lake"). 

In this paper, claim 31 is amended to recite a second CCD camera provided on said hand mirror 
shaped LCD monitor and whereby an object located in front of said second CCD camera may 
alternatively be displayed on hand mirror shaped LCD monitor in the same manner that a 
generic hand mirror displays the object. Support for the amendment can be found, for example, 
in Figs. 4 and 7 and paragraph 0030 of the application as filed. 

Reconsideration of this application is respectfully requested in light of the amendments and the 
remarks contained below. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the allowance of claims 7-11, 16-18 and 25-30. 
Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 103 

Claims 31 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rakocz in 
view of Spoonhower and Cooper. Claim 34 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rakocz in view of Spoonhower and Cooper, and in further view of Lake. To 
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the extent that the rejections apply to the claims now pending in the application, they are 
respectfully traversed. 

As amended, claim 31 recites an intraoral camera apparatus adapted to assist a doctor or 
dentist to obtain informed consent from their patient by providing a visual aid that allows the 
patient to view, regardless of their body position, the area in the patient's mouth which the 
patient cannot see with only a single reflector, said intraoral camera apparatus comprising: 

a dental mirror with a mirror surface for use with dental treatments; 

a first CCD camera attached to a back surface of said dental mirror and having an 
incoming light portion provided in a portion of the mirror surface of the dental mirror; said 
dental mirror with said first CCD camera attached thereto adapted to be held by one 
hand of the doctor or dentist and to be inserted into the patient's mouth to observe the 
area that the patient cannot directly view with the reflector; 

a hand mirror shaped LCD monitor, having a light transmitting aperture at the center 
where some liquid crystal material is removed to transmit light therethrough, adapted to 
be held by the patient so that the patient may move the hand mirror shaped LCD monitor 
to any desired position without moving his or her head when viewing the video image, 
said hand mirror shaped LCD monitor for displaying thereon a video image similar to an 
image captured through reflection from the mirror surface of the dental mirror, when the 
video image captured with the CCD camera is received wire or wireless and displayed 
on the hand mirror shaped LCD monitor for informed consent by the patient; and 

a second CCD camera provided on said hand mirror shaped LCD monitor, 

whereby an object located in front of said second CCD camera may alternatively 
be displayed on hand mirror shaped LCD monitor in the same manner that a 
generic hand mirror displays the object. 
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Respectfully, none of Rakocz, Spoonhower, Cooper and Lake teach or suggest that a second 
CCD camera is provided on said hand mirror shaped LCD monitor, as required by claim 31. In 
particular, none of the cited references teach or suggest that there are two CCD cameras which 
may provide the patient with two different perspective views of the mouth. 

For at least this reason, Applicant respectfully submits that a prima facie case of obviousness 
cannot be established in connection with claim 31. Furthermore, as it is Applicant's belief that a 
prima facie case of obviousness is not established for claim 31 , the Examiner's arguments in 
regard to the dependent claims will not be addressed here. Allowance of claims 31, 32, and 34 
is respectfully requested. 

Conclusion 

The Applicant believes that the application is now in condition for allowance and respectfully 
requests so. The Commissioner is authorized to charge any additional fees that may be 
required or credit overpayment to Deposit Account No. 502447. 



Respectfully submitted, 



/Nelson A. Quintero/ 



P138130NAQ 



Nelson A. Quintero 
Reg. No. 52,143 
Customer No. 34,283 
Telephone: (310) 909-8535 
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